
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world byJSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.istor.org/participate-istor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



RECENT DECISIONS 571 

relief to his right to compel the st^te by mandamus to test that ques- 
tion in quo tvarranio proceedings. People v. IVayinan (111.). 99 N. E. 941. 
This seems incorrect as after its charter has expired there is no longer 
even a corporation de facto. 

Evidence — Proof of Foreign Law. — An action was brought to recover 
damages for personal injuries, the plaintiff basing his right to recover 
on a statute of another state. Held, the statute must be pleaded and 
proved. Atlantic Coast Line Ry. Co. v. Barton (Ga.), 80 S. E. 530. 

As to causes of action arising in one of the thirteen original states, 
in the absence of evidence to the contrary, it is universally presumed 
that the common law is applicable and that the foreign law is the same 
as the common law existing in the forum. Dunn v. Adams, 1 Ala. 527, 

35 Am. Dec. 42; Mountain Lake Land Co. v. Blair, 109 Va. 147, 63 S. E. 
751. 

But where the cause of action is based on a foreign statute, the 
weight of authority is that such foreign statute must be pleaded and 
proved. Schults v. Howard, 63 Minn. 196, 56 Am. St. Rep. 470; Union 
Cent. L. Ins. Co. v. Pollard, 94 Va. 146, 26 S. E. 421, 64 Am. St. Rep. 715, 

36 L. R. A. 271. 

Because of the tendency towards uniformity in the statute laws of 
the various states, the courts now lean towards the presumption that 
the statutory law of the foreign state is the same as that of the forum. 
Sheppard v. Coeur D'Alene Lumber Co., 62 Wash. 12, 112 Pac. 932; W. 
Union Tel. Co. v. Crawford, 29 Okla. 143, 116 Pac. 925, 35 L. R. A. (N. S.) 
930; Van Buskirk v. Kuhns, 164 Cal. 472, 129 Pac. 587. Under this view 
either party to the action may show that the proper law is different from 
the lex fori, and thus any injustice is prevented. 

Executors and Administrators — SiTus for Administration — Corporate 
Stock. — Decedent died domiciled in Missouri leaving shares of stock in 
a Kansas corporation. His Kansas creditors applied in that state for 
letters of administration founded on the ownership by the deceased of 
stock in the Kansas corporation. Held, the situs of the stock for the 
purpose of founding administration is in Missouri under the maxim 
mobilia personam sequuntur. Application denied. Miller's Estate v. 

Executrix of Miller's Estate (Kan.), 136 Pac. 255. See Notes, p. 553. 

Intoxicating Liquors — Sale by Social Club. — Members of a bona fide 
social club contributed a fund for the purchase of a stock of intoxicat- 
ing liquors, appointing an agent to purchase and dispense the same. 
Each member could secure liquor in any quantity desired for his own 
use or that of an invited guest in exchange for coupons obtained from 
the agent of the club upon payment of an amount of money equal to 
the value of the liquor desired. The money so paid was expended by 
the agent to replenish the stock. The defendant, an agent of the club 
to purchase and dispense liquors, was indicted under a statute pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicants. Held, the defendant is guilty. Deal v. 
State (Ga.). 80 S. E. 537. See Notes, p. 547. 



